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Hermitian tensor and quantum mixed state∗
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Abstract: An order 2m complex tensor H is said to be Hermitian if

Hi1···imj1···jm = H∗

j1···jmi1···im
for all i1 · · · imj1 · · · jm.

It can be regarded as an extension of Hermitian matrix to higher order. A Hermitian tensor is also

seen as a representation of a quantum mixed state. Motivated by the separability discrimination

of quantum states, we investigate properties of Hermitian tensors including: unitary similarity re-

lation, partial traces, nonnegative Hermitian tensors, Hermitian eigenvalues, rank-one Hermitian

decomposition and positive Hermitian decomposition, and their applications to quantum states.
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1 Introduction

A fundamental and also important problem in quantum physics is to detect whether a state
is separable or not, especially for quantum mixed states. Around this problem, the paper
investigates properties of Hermitian tensors and their application to quantum states.

An mth-order complex tensor denoted by A = (Ai1...im) ∈ F
n1×...×nm (F = R or C)

is a multi-array consisting of numbers Ai1...im ∈ F for all ik ∈ [nk] and k ∈ [m], where
[n] := {1, ..., n}. If F = R(or C) then A is called a real (or complex) tensor [1, 2]. Tensor
is the extension of matrix to higher order. As an extension of symmetric matrices, a tensor
S = (Si1...im) ∈ F

n×···×n is called symmetric [3] if its entries Si1...im are invariant under any
permutation operator P of {1, ...,m}, i.e.

Si1...im = SP [i1...im], (1.1)

where P [i1...im] := [iP [1]...iP [m]].
Lots of study have been conducted regarding properties of tensors such as tensor eigen-

values [4, 5, 6], the best rank-one approximation [7, 8, 9], tensor rank [3, 10], tensor and
symmetric tensor decomposition [11, 12, 13], symmetric tensor [14, 15], nonnegative tensor
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[16], copositive tensors [17], and completely positive tensor [18, 19, 20]. Many tensor computa-
tion methods are also proposed including tensor eigenvalue computation [21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26],
tensor system solution [27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33], and tensor decomposition [34].

In the study of matrices, symmetric matrices and Hermitian matrices are playing signifi-
cant roles [35]. Similarly, Hermitian tensor as an extension of Hermitian matrices is defined
as follows.

Definition 1.1. A 2mth-order tensor H = (Hi1...imj1...jm) ∈ C
n1×···×nm×n1×···×nm is called a

Hermitian tensor if Hi1...imj1...jm = H∗
j1...jmi1...im

for every i1, ..., im and j1, ..., jm, where x∗

denotes the complex conjugate of x. A Hermitian tensor H is called a symmetric Hermitian
tensor if n1 = · · · = nm and its entries Hi1...imj1...jm are invariant under any permutation
operator P of {1, ...,m} with Hi1...imj1...jm = HP [i1...im]P [j1...jm].

In [36, Definition 3.7], Jiang et al. call a Hermitian tensor H as a conjugate partial-
symmetric tensor if n1 = · · · = nm and its entries Hi1...imj1...jm are invariant under any
permutation operators P and Q of {1, ...,m} with Hi1...imj1...jm = HP [i1...im]Q[j1...jm]. Hence, a
conjugate partial-symmetric tensor is a special symmetric Hermitian tensor.

The space of all Hermitian tensors H ∈ C
n1×···×nm×n1×···×nm is denoted by H[n1, . . . , nm]

for convenience. Generally an order 2m tensor H is called Hermitian if there is a permutation
P [1, 2, · · · , 2m] = [p1, ..., pm, q1, ..., qm] such that such that

Bi1...i2m = Hip1 ...ipmjq1 ...jqm
(1.2)

B is a Hermitian tensor defined in (1.1). The general Hermitian tensor can be transformed
into a usual Hermitian tensor by index permutation. It suffices to study the usual Hermitian
tensor in (1.1), so our paper is focusing on the Hermitian tensor defined in (1.1).

Complex tensors and Hermitian tensors play important roles in quantum physics research.
An m-partite pure state |ψ〉 of a composite quantum system can be regarded as a normalized
element in a Hilbert tensor product space C

n1×···×nm . The pure state |ψ〉 is denoted as

|ψ〉 =
n1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,im=1

χi1···im |e
(1)
i1

· · · e(m)
im

〉,

where χi1···im ∈ C, {|e(k)ik
〉 : ik = 1, 2, · · · , nk} is an orthonormal basis of Cnk . Hence, a pure

state is uniquely corresponding to a complex tensor χ = (χi1···im) under a given orthonormal
basis [37]. Furthermore, one can obtain the geometric measure of a pure state by computing
the U(US)-eigenvalues of its corresponding complex tensor [38, 39]. There are many results on
the computation of U(US)-eigenvalue [40, 41, 42, 43] and complex tensor research [36, 44, 45].

Similarly, for a quantum mixed state ρ, its density matrix is always written as

ρ =
k∑

i=1

λi|ψi〉〈ψi|,

where λi > 0 and
∑k

i=1 λi = 1, |ψi〉 is a pure state and 〈ψi| is the complex conjugate transpose
of |ψi〉. Hence, the density matrix of ρ is also uniquely corresponding to a Hermitian tensor
H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] with

H =
k∑

i=1

λiχ
(i) ⊗ χ(i)∗,
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where χ(i) is the corresponding complex tensor of the state |ψi〉.
Motivated by the separability discrimination of quantum states, we study properties of

Hermitian tensors and their applications. The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 in-
troduce tensor operations and derive properties including unitary similarity relation, and
invariant properties under unitary transformation. Section 3 studies partial traces of Hermi-
tian tensors. Nonnegativity and Hermitian Eigenvalues are discussed in Section 4. Section 5
proposes the rank-one Hermitian decomposition, proves the existence of Hermitian decompo-
sition for Hermitian tensors, and discusses properties of positive Hermitian tensors. Section
6 is the theoretical application to quantum mixed state.

2 Tensor operation and properties

Let A,B ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] be Hermitian tensors. Their inner product is defined as

〈A,B〉 :=
n1,··· ,nm,n1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,im,j1,··· ,jm=1

A∗
i1···imj1···jmBi1···imj1···jm, (2.3)

the Frobinius norm of tensor A is defined as

||A||F :=
√

〈A,A〉 (2.4)

and the matrix trace of tensor A is defined as

TrMA :=

n1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,im=1

Ai1···imi1···im . (2.5)

For vectors u1 ∈ C
n1 , . . . , um ∈ C

nm , the rank-1 Hermitian tensor is denoted by

⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j := u1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ um ⊗ u∗1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ u∗m.

So ⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j is the tensor that

(⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j)i1···imj1···jm := (u1)i1 · · · (um)im(u1)

∗
j1
· · · (um)∗jm . (2.6)

Lemma 2.1. For a Hermitian tensor A ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] and vectors uk ∈ C
nk , k ∈ [m], we

have:

i) Ai1···imi1···im and 〈A,⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j 〉 are real;

ii) TrM (⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j ) = ‖u1‖2 · · · ‖um‖2.

Proof. i) Since A is Hermitian, A∗
i1···imj1···jm = Aj1···jmi1···im . By (2.3) and (2.6), we have that

〈A,⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j〉

=

n1,··· ,nm,n1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,im,j1,··· ,jm=1

A∗
i1···imj1···jm(u1)i1 · · · (um)im(u1)

∗
j1
· · · (um)∗jm

=

n1,··· ,nm,n1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,im,j1,··· ,jm=1

Aj1···jmi1···im(u1)
∗
j1
· · · (um)∗jm(u1)i1 · · · (um)im

=

n1,··· ,nm,n1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,im,j1,··· ,jm=1

Ai1···imj1···jm(u1)
∗
i1
· · · (um)∗im(u1)j1 · · · (um)jm

= 〈A,⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j〉∗.
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Hence, 〈A,⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j〉 is real, the first result follows.

ii) One can check that

TrM (⊗m
i=1ui ⊗m

j=1 u
∗
j) =

n1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,im=1

(u1)i1 · · · (um)im(u1)
∗
i1
· · · (um)∗im

=

(
n1∑

i1=1

(u1)i1(u1)
∗
i1

)

· · ·
(

nm∑

im=1

(um)im(um)∗im

)

=
m∏

i=1

||ui||2.

This completes the proof. �

Let Q ∈ C
nk×nk be a square matrix, k = 1, · · · ,m. The mode-k product of a tensor A by

a matrix Q is a 2mth-order tensor, its entries are given by

(A×k Q)i1···ik···i2m :=

ni∑

t=1

Ai1···ik−1tik+1···i2mQtik , (2.7)

Definition 2.1. Let A ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] be a Hermitian tensor. The transformation A → B =
A×1Q1 · · ·×mQm×m+1Q

∗
1 · · ·×2mQ

∗
m is called a unitary transformation if each Qk ∈ C

nk×nk

is unitary. For such case, B is said to be unitary similar to A. If all Qk may be taken to be
real (and hence is real orthogonal), then the transformation is said to be (real) orthogonally
transformation, B is said to be (real) orthogonally similar to A.

Unitary transformation is the extension of unitarily similarity of matrix. As we know,
unitarily similar matrices share some common property such as eigenvalues and orthogonality.
There are also some invariant properties under unitary transformation stated in (2.1).

Proposition 2.1. Assume that A ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] be a Hermitian tensor, Qk ∈ C
nk×nk be

unitary matrices for k = 1, · · · ,m. Let B = A×1 Q1 · · · ×m Qm ×m+1 Q
∗
1 · · · ×2m Q∗

m. Then
(i) B is also a Hermitian tensor;
(ii) TrMA = TrMB;
(iii) ||A||F = ||B||F .

Proof. (i) Since A is a Hermitian tensor, then A∗
k1···kmt1···tm = At1···tmk1···km .

B∗
j1···jmi1···im

=

n1,··· ,nm,n1,··· ,nm∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km=1

A∗
k1···kmt1···tm(Q1)

∗
k1j1

· · · (Qm)∗kmjm
(Q1)t1i1 · · · (Qm)tmim

=

n1,··· ,nm,n1,··· ,nm∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km=1

At1···tmk1···km(Q1)t1i1 · · · (Qm)tmim(Q1)
∗
k1j1

· · · (Qm)∗kmjm

= Bi1···imj1···jm

Hence, B is also a Hermitian tensor.
(ii) Assume that Q ∈ C

n×n is a unitary matrix, then

n∑

i=1

(Q)ti(Q)∗ki =

{
1, if t = k;
0, others.
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TrMB =
∑

i1,··· ,im
Bi1···imi1···im

=
∑

i1,··· ,im

∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km
At1···tmk1···km(Q1)t1i1 · · · (Qm)tmim(Q1)

∗
k1i1

· · · (Qm)∗kmim

=
∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km
At1···tmk1···km

∑

i1,··· ,im
(Q1)t1i1 · · · (Qm)tmim(Q1)

∗
k1i1

· · · (Qm)∗kmim

=
∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km
At1···tmk1···km

∑

i1

(Q1)t1i1(Q1)
∗
k1i1

· · ·
∑

im

(Qm)tmim(Qm)∗kmim

=
∑

t1,··· ,tm
At1···tmt1···tm = TrMA

(iii)

||B||2F =
∑

i1,··· ,im,j1,··· ,jm
Bi1···imj1···jmB∗

i1···imj1···jm

=
∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km

∑

t′
1
,··· ,t′m,k′

1
,··· ,k′m

At1···tmk1···kmA∗
t′
1
···t′mk′

1
···k′m

·
∑

i1,··· ,im
(Q1)t1i1(Q1)

∗
t′
1
i1
· · · (Qm)tmim(Qm)∗t′mim

·
∑

j1,··· ,jm
(Q1)

∗
k1j1

(Q1)k′
1
j1 · · · (Qm)∗kmjm

(Qm)k′mjm

=
∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km

∑

t′
1
,··· ,t′m,k′

1
,··· ,k′m

At1···tmk1···kmA∗
t′
1
···t′mk′

1
···k′m

·
∑

i1

(Q1)t1i1(Q1)
∗
t′
1
i1
· · ·
∑

im

(Qm)tmim(Qm)∗t′mim

·
∑

j1

(Q1)
∗
k1j1

(Q1)k′
1
j1 · · ·

∑

jm

(Qm)∗kmjm
(Qm)k′mjm

=
∑

t1,··· ,tm,k1,··· ,km
At1···tmk1···kmA∗

t1···tmk1···km = ||A||2F

This completes the proof. �

Note: (1) An unitary transformation is a map of Hermitian tensors. However, two unitary
similar Hermitian tensors can also be seen as the different representation of the same mixed
state under different orthonormal bases.

(2) The matrix trace and the Frobinius norm are invariants of mixed states and Hermitian
tensors under unitary transformation.

3 Partial traces of Hermitian tensors

The concept of the partial trace is first proposed in the quantum mixed state [46] and it takes
important role in the quantum information research. Following the same name, we define a
partial trace of a Hermitian tensor and study its properties. Moreover, we use partial traces to
investigate a sufficient and necessary condition for a complex tensor to be a rank-one tensor.
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Definition 3.1. Let H ∈ H[n1, · · · , nm] be a Hermitian tensor. For k ∈ {1, · · · ,m}, define
the non-k partial trace of H, denoted by Trk̄(H), which is a nk × nk matrix with its entries

(Trk̄(H))ij =

n1,··· ,nk−1, nk+1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,ik−1, ik+1,··· ,im=1

Hi1···ik−1 i ik+1···imi1···ik−1 j ik+1···im .

Generally, for I = {k1, · · · , ks} with 1 ≤ k1 < · · · < ks ≤ m, the non-I partial trace TrĪ(H)
of H is defined as a (2s)th-order Hermitian tensor TrĪ(H) ∈ H[nk1 , · · · , nks ]. Its entries are
defined as follows

(TrĪ(H))ik1 ···iksjk1 ···jks =

nk∑

ik=jk=1,k∈[m],k 6∈I
Hi1i2······imj1j2···jm .

Let A ∈ C
n1×···×nm be a complex tensor. Let A∗ be a conjugate tensor of A. A Hermi-

tianlized tensor of A is defined as ρ(A) := A⊗A∗ ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] with its entries as

ρ(A)i1···imj1···jm := Ai1···imA∗
j1···jm .

Let ρ = ρ(A). For each k ∈ [m], Trk̄(ρ) is an nk × nk matrix with its entries

(Trk̄(ρ))ij =

n1,··· ,nk−1, nk+1,··· ,nm∑

i1,··· ,ik−1, ik+1,··· ,im=1

Ai1···ik−1 i ik+1···imA∗
i1···ik−1 j ik+1···im .

Generally, for I = {k1, · · · , ks} with 1 ≤ k1 < · · · < ks ≤ m, the non-I partial trace TrĪ(ρ)
of ρ is a 2sth-order Hermitian tensor TrĪ(ρ) ∈ H[nk1 , · · · , nks ]. By definition 3.1, its entries
are as follows

(TrĪ(ρ))ik1 ···iksjk1 ···jks =
∑

ik=jk for k 6∈I
Ai1i2······imA∗

j1j2···jm .

The following example is another way to understand the concept non-k partial trace.

Example 3.1. Let ei = (0, · · · , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

i−1

, 1, 0, · · · , 0)⊤ ∈ C
n and fj = (0, · · · , 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

j−1

, 1, 0, · · · , 0)⊤ ∈ C
m.

A 2nd-order tensor A is defined as

A = (aij)n×m =

n,m
∑

i,j=1

aijei ⊗ fj.

ρ(A) =





n,m
∑

i,j=1

aijei ⊗ fj



⊗





n,m
∑

k,l=1

aklek ⊗ fl





∗

=

n,m
∑

i,j=1

n,m
∑

k,l=1

aija
∗
klei ⊗ fj ⊗ ek ⊗ fl. (3.8)

When j = l, the non-1 partial trace of ρ is followed by (3.8) as

Tr1̄(ρ) =

n,n
∑

i,k=1





m∑

j=1

aija
∗
kj



 ei ⊗ ek =





m∑

j=1

aija
∗
kj





n×n

.
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The following is the Schmidt polar form, more detail seeing [46].

Theorem 3.1. (Schmidt polar form) Let A ∈ C
n1×n2 be a 2nd-order tensor. Let ρ = ρ(A),

and let ρ1 = Tr1̄(ρ) and ρ2 = Tr2̄(ρ) be the partial traces. Then:
(1) ρ1 and ρ2 have the same nonzero eigenvalues λ1, · · · , λr (with the same multiplicities)

and any extra dimensions are made up with zero eigenvalues (noting then r ≤ min(n1, n2));
(2) A can be written as A =

∑r
i=1

√
λieifi, where ei (respectively fi) are orthonormal

eigenvectors of ρ1 in Cn1 (respectively ρ2 in C
n2) belonging to λi. This expression is called

the Schmidt polar form of A.

However, if A is a higher order tensor then the Schmidt polar form does not hold as the
following example.

Example 3.2. We consider a 3rd-order tensor here. Let

v(α, β) = (cosα sin β, sinα sin β, cos β)T .

Let A = 0.371391v(π3 ,
π
3 ) ⊗ v(π3 ,

5π
6 ) ⊗ v(−π

6 ,
5π
6 ) + 0.742781v(π3 ,

5π
6 ) ⊗ v(π3 ,

π
2 ) ⊗ v(π3 ,

π
3 ) +

0.557086v(π3 ,
π
3 )⊗ v(−π

6 ,
π
2 )⊗ v(π3 ,

5π
6 ), ρ = ρ(A), ρ1 = Tr1̄(ρ), ρ2 = Tr2̄(ρ), and ρ3 = Tr3̄(ρ).

We calculate their eigenvalues directly

partial traces eigenvalues

ρ1 0.57901, 0.42099, 0
ρ2 0.624058, 0.339349, 0.0365928
ρ3 0.590626, 0.383293, 0.0260811

It is observed that ρ1, ρ2 and ρ3 have different eigenvalues. Hence, the Schmidt polar form is
false for the 3rd-order tensor. �

A decomposition A =
∑r

i=1 λiu
(1)
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ u

(m)
i with 0 6= λi ∈ R is called orthogonal if

u
(k)
1 , · · · , u(k)r ∈ C

nk are normalized and orthogonal for all k = 1, · · · ,m.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that A ∈ C
n1×···×nm is an mth-order tensor with an orthogonal de-

composition

A =

r∑

i=1

λiu
(1)
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ u

(m)
i .

Let ρ = ρ(A), ρk = Trk̄(ρ). Then ρ1, · · · , ρm have the same nonzero eigenvalues λ21, · · · , λ2r
(with the same multiplicities), and

ρk =

r∑

i=1

λ2i u
(k)
i ⊗ u

(k)∗
i .

Lemma 3.1. Assume that ui, vi ∈ C
ni, i = 1, · · · ,m. Let U = u1⊗· · ·⊗um, V = v1⊗· · ·⊗vm.

Then
TrM (U ⊗ V∗) = Tr(u1v

∗
1) · · ·Tr(umv∗m).

7



Proof. Let ui = (ui1, · · · , uini
)T and vi = (vi1, · · · , vini

)T , i = 1, · · · ,m. Then

TrM (U ⊗ V∗) =

n1,··· ,nm∑

k1,··· ,km=1

u1k1 · · · umkmv
∗
1k1 · · · v

∗
mkm

=





n1∑

k1=1

u1k1v
∗
1k1



 · · ·





nm∑

km=1

umkmv
∗
mkm





= Tr(u1v
∗
1) · · ·Tr(umv∗m).

This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Since {u(k)1 , · · · , u(k)r } ⊂ C
nk are normalized and orthogonal for

k = 1, · · · ,m, then

Tr(u
(k)
i ⊗ u

(k)∗
j ) = δ(i, j) =

{
0, if i 6= j;
1, else.

(3.9)

By Lemma 3.1 and (3.9), it is followed that

ρk = Trk̄(ρ) =

r∑

i,j=1

λiλjTrk̄

(

u
(1)
i ⊗ u

(1)∗
j ⊗ · · · ⊗ u

(m)
i ⊗ u

(m)∗
j

)

=
r∑

i,j=1

λiλj TrM





m∏

t=1,t6=k

u
(t)
i ⊗ u

(t)∗
j



u
(k)
i ⊗ u

(k)∗
j

=

r∑

i,j=1

λiλj





m∏

t=1,t6=k

Tr(u
(t)
i ⊗ u

(t)∗
j )



u
(k)
i ⊗ u

(k)∗
j

=
r∑

i=1

λ2i u
(k)
i ⊗ u

(k)∗
i

This completes the proof. �

Theorem 3.3. Let A ∈ C
n1×···×nm be an normalized mth-order tensor. Let ρ = ρ(A),

ρk = Trk̄(ρ). Then A is a rank-one tensor iff ρ1, · · · , ρm have the same only one nonzero
eigenvalue λ = 1.

Proof. The necessity is followed by Theorem 3.2 directly for r = 1. Now we prove the
sufficiency. Since ρ1, · · · , ρm have the same only one nonzero eigenvalue λ = 1, then ρ1, · · · , ρm
are rank-one matrices and can be written as ρk = u(k)u(k)∗, k = 1, · · · ,m.

Firstly, since ρ1 has a singer nonzero eigenvalue λ = 1, we see A as a n1 × (n2 × · · · ×nm)
matrix, by Schmidt polar form, there is a normalized tensor Ũ (1) ∈ C

n2×···×nm , such that

A = u(1) ⊗ Ũ (1).

It follows that

ρ2 = Tr2̄(ρ) = Tr2̄(u
(1) ⊗ Ũ (1) ⊗ u(1)∗ ⊗ Ũ (1)∗) = Tr1̄(Ũ (1) ⊗ Ũ (1)∗).

Secondly, since ρ2 has a singer nonzero eigenvalue λ = 1, we see Ũ (1) as a n2× (n3×· · ·×nm)
matrix, again by Schmidt polar form, there is a normalized state Ũ2 ∈ C

n3×···×nm , such that

Ũ (1) = u(2) ⊗ Ũ (2), and ρ3 = Tr1̄(Ũ (2) ⊗ Ũ (2)∗).

8



And so on, it follows that
A = u(1) · · · u(m).

This completes the proof. �

Corollary 3.1. Let A ∈ C
n1×···×nm be a normalized mth-order tensor. Let ρ = ρ(A), ρk =

Trk̄(ρ). Then A is a rank-one tensor iff Det(ρk − Ik) = 0, where Ik is a unit matrix, k =
1, · · · ,m.

Proof. Since A is normalized and all nonzero eigenvalues of ρk are positive, hence the
sum of all eigenvalues (including multiplicities) of ρk equals 1. It implies that if 1 is a nonzero
eigenvalue of ρk then 1 is the single nonzero eigenvalue of ρk. By Theorem 3.3, it follows that
A is a rank-one tensor iff 1 is a nonzero eigenvalue of ρk. By matrix theory, we know that 1
is an eigenvalue of ρk iff Det(ρk − Ik) = 0. Hence, the result hold. �

Theorem 3.4. Let A,B ∈ C
n1×···×nm be mth-order tensors. Let ρA = ρ(A), ρAk = Trk̄(ρ

A),
ρB = ρ(B), ρBk = Trk̄(ρ

B). Then ρAk and ρBk are unitary similar for k = 1, · · · ,m if A and B
are unitary similar.

Proof. Assume that {e(k)1 , · · · , e(k)nk
} is an orthonormal basis of Cnk , k = 1, · · · ,m, and

ρA =
∑

Ai1···imA
∗
j1···jme

(1)
i1

⊗ · · · ⊗ e
(m)
im

⊗ e
(1)∗
j1

⊗ · · · ⊗ e
(m)∗
jm

.

Then
(ρAk )ij = (

∑

Ai1···ik−1iik+1···imA
∗
i1···ik−1jik+1···im)e

(k)
i ⊗ e

(k)∗
j .

Since A and B are unitary equivalent, hence there are unitary matrices Q1, · · · , Qm such

that ρB = ρA ×1 Q1 · · · ×m Qm ×m+1 Q
∗
1 · · · ×2m Q∗

m. Let f
(k)
i = Qke

(k)
i , i = 1, · · · , nk. Then

{f (k)1 , · · · , f (k)nk
} is another orthonormal basis of Cnk , and

ρB =
∑

Ai1···imA
∗
j1···jmf

(1)
i1

⊗ · · · ⊗ f
(m)
im

⊗ f
(1)∗
j1

⊗ · · · ⊗ f
(m)∗
jm

.

Hence,

(ρBk )ij = (
∑

Ai1···ik−1iik+1···imA
∗
i1···ik−1jik+1···im)f

(k)
i ⊗ f

(k)∗
j .

It follows that
ρBk = ρBk ×1 Qk ×2 Q

∗
k.

Hence, ρAk and ρBk are unitary equivalent. This completes the proof. �
This means that eigenvalues of partial traces are unchanged under unitary transformations.

4 Nonnegativity and Hermitian Eigenvalues

For a Hermitian tensor H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm], recall that H(x) is the conjugate polynomial

H(x) = 〈H,⊗m
i=1xi ⊗m

j=1 x
∗
j 〉,

in x := (x1, . . . , xm), with complex variables x1 ∈ Cn1 , . . . , xm ∈ Cnm . Note that H(x) always
achieves real values and H(x) is Hermitian quadratic in each xi.
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Definition 4.1. A Hermitian tensor H is called nonnegative (resp., positive) if H(x) ≥ 0
(resp., H(x) > 0) for all ‖x1‖ = · · · = ‖xm‖ = 1. The set of all nonnegative Hermitian tensors
is denoted as

NNH[n1, . . . , nm] := {H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] : H(x) ≥ 0, ∀xi ∈ C
ni} .

Proposition 4.1. The set NNH[n1, . . . , nm] is a proper cone, i.e., it is closed, convex, pointed
and solid.

Proof. Clearly, NNH[n1, . . . , nm] is a closed, convex cone. It is solid, i.e., it has an interior
point. For instance, the tensor I such that

I(x) = (x∗1x1) · · · (x∗mxm)

is an interior point, because the minimum value of I(x) over the spheres ‖x1‖ = · · · = ‖xm‖ =
1 is one. The cone NNH[n1, . . . , nm] is also pointed. This is because if H ∈ NNH[n1, . . . , nm]
and −H ∈ NNH[n1, . . . , nm], thenH = 0. This is becauseH(x) ≡ 0 on ‖x1‖ = · · · = ‖xm‖ = 1
and H is Hermitian. �

The nonnegativity or positivity of a Hermitian tensor is related to its Hermitian eigenval-
ues, which we define as follows. Consider the optimization problem

min H(x) s.t. x∗1x1 = 1, . . . , x∗mxm = 1. (4.10)

The first order optimality conditions for (4.10) are

〈H,⊗m
i=1,i 6=kxi ⊗m

j=1 x
∗
j 〉 = λkx

∗
k,

〈H,⊗m
i=1xi ⊗m

j=1,j 6=k x
∗
j 〉 = λkxk,

where λk is the Lagrange multiplier for x∗kxk = 1, for k = 1, . . . ,m. Because of the constraints
x∗kxk = 1, one can show that all Lagrange multipliers are equal. So we can write them as

〈H,⊗m
i=1,i 6=kxi ⊗m

j=1 x
∗
j〉 = λx∗k, (4.11)

〈H,⊗m
i=1xi ⊗m

j=1,j 6=k x
∗
j〉 = λxk. (4.12)

Clearly, we can get
λ = 〈H,⊗m

i=1xi ⊗m
j=1 x

∗
j〉 = H(x).

Hence, by Theorem 2.1, we know that λ must be real. Since,

〈H,⊗m
i=1xi ⊗m

j=1,j 6=k x
∗
j〉∗ = 〈H,⊗m

i=1,i 6=kxi ⊗m
j=1 x

∗
j〉,

hence equations (4.11) and (4.12) are equivalent.

Definition 4.2. For a Hermitian tensor H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm], if a tuple (λ;u1, · · · , um), with
each ‖ui‖ = 1, satisfies (4.11) or (4.12) for k = 1, . . . ,m, then λ is called a Hermitian
eigenvalue, and (λ;u1, · · · , um) is called a Hermitian eigentuple. In particular, ui is called the
mode-i Hermitian eigenvector, and ⊗m

i=1ui ⊗m
j=1 u

∗
j is called the Hermitian eigentensor.

Clearly, the largest (resp., smallest) Hermitian eigenvalue of H is the maximum (resp.,
minimum) value of H(x) over the multi-spheres ‖xi‖ = 1. Consequently, A Hermitian tensor
H is nonnegative (resp., positive) if and only if all its Hermitian eigenvalues are greater than
or equal to zero (resp., strictly bigger than zero).
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5 Hermitian decomposition

Definition 5.1. For a Hermitian tensor H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm], if it can be written as

H =
r∑

i=1

λi u
(1)
i ⊗ . . .⊗ u

(m)
i ⊗ u

(1)∗
i ⊗ . . .⊗ u

(m)∗
i (5.13)

for λi ∈ R, u
(j)
i ∈ C

nj and ‖u(j)i ‖ = 1, then H is called Hermitian decomposable. In this case,
(5.13) is called a Hermitian decomposition of H. The smallest number r in (5.13) is called
the Hermitian rank of H, which we denote as rankH(H). If all λi > 0, then (5.13) is called a
positive Hermitian decomposition of H, and H is called positive Hermitian decomposable.

It is well known that every tensor and symmetric tensor have their canonical decomposi-
tion and symmetric decomposition respectively. So a natural question is that whether every
Hermitian tensor is Hermitian decomposable or not. Fortunately the answer is yes.

Theorem 5.1. Every Hermitian tensor H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] is Hermitian decomposable.

Proof. It is clear that for eachA,B ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] and a, b ∈ R, then aA+bB ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm],
which means that H[n1, . . . , nm] is a linear space over R. Denote H[n1, . . . , nm]1 as the set of
all rank-1 Hermitian decomposable tensors in H[n1, . . . , nm]. Then H[n1, . . . , nm]1 is also a
linear space over R, and it is a subspace of H[n1, . . . , nm]. In the following, we will show that
H[n1, . . . , nm] and H[n1, · · · , nm]1 have the same dimension.

Denote [n1, · · · , nm] := {(i1, · · · , im)|i1 ∈ [n1], · · · , im ∈ [nm]}. Denote Ei1···imj1···jm as a
2mth-order tensor with only one nonzero entry (Ei1···imj1···jm)i1···imj1···jm = 1. Denote I :=
(i1, · · · , im), J := (j1, · · · , jm). Then EIJ = Ei1···imj1···jm. Define an order I < J if there is a
number k ∈ [m] such that i1 = j1, · · · , ik−1 = jk−1 and ik < jk.

On the one hand, let E1 = {EII : I ∈ [n1, · · · , nm]}, E2 = {EIJ + EJI : I < J, I, J ∈
[n1, · · · , nm]}, E3 = {

√
−1EIJ −

√
−1EJI : I, J ∈ [n1, · · · , nm], I < J}. Then E1

⋃
E2
⋃
E3 is

a basis of the linear space H[n1, · · · , nm] over R. Since #E1 = N , #E2 = #E3 = N(N−1)
2 ,

where # denotes the number of entries of the set. Hence, The dimension of H[n1, . . . , nm] is
n2, where n = n1 × · · · × nm.

On the other hand, let {e(k)ik
⊗ e

(k)∗
ik

}Dk

ik=1 is a basis of the linear space H[nk] over R, Dk is

the dimension. Then Dk = n2k. Let

E = {e(1)i1
⊗ · · · ⊗ e

(m)
im

⊗ e
(1)∗
i1

⊗ · · · ⊗ e
(m)∗
im

|ik = 1, · · · ,Dk, k = 1, · · · ,m}.
Then E is a basis of the linear space H[n1, . . . , nm]1 over R, and its demission #E = n21 ×
· · · × n2m = n2.

Hence, H[n1, . . . , nm]1 = H[n1, . . . , nm]. It follows that every Hermitian tensor is Hermi-
tian decomposable. �

Let n = n1 × · · · ×nm. Every Hermitian tensor H can be flattened as a Hermitian matrix
H ∈ C

n×n, labeled in the way that

(H)I,J = Hi1...imj1...jm (5.14)

for I := (i1, . . . , im) and J := (j1, . . . , jm). For a tensor U ∈ C
n1×···×nm , U∗ denotes the tensor

obtained by applying complex conjugates to its entries. Note that U⊗U∗ is always Hermitian,
because

(U ⊗ U∗)i1···imj1···jm = (U)i1···im(U∗)j1···jm .

The following is the spectral theorem for Hermitian tensors.
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Theorem 5.2. For every Hermitian tensor H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm], there exist nonzero real num-
bers λi ∈ R and tensors Ui ∈ C

n1×···×nm such that

H =

s∑

i=1

λiUi ⊗ U∗
i , where 〈Ui,Ui〉 = 1, 〈Ui,Uj〉 = 0 (i 6= j). (5.15)

Proof. Let H be the matrix labeled as in (5.14). By the definition, the tensor H is Hermitian
if and only if the matrix H is Hermitian, which is then equivalent to that

H =
s∑

i=1

λiqiq
∗
i

for real scalars λi and orthonormal vectors q1, . . . , qs ∈ C
N . We label vectors in C

N by
I = (i1, . . . , im). Each qi ∈ C

N can be folded into a tensor Ui ∈ C
n1×···×nm such that

(qi)I = (Ui)i1...im .

The above decomposition for H is then equivalent to

H =

s∑

i=1

λiUi ⊗ U∗
i .

Also note that
〈Ui,Uj〉 = 〈qi, qj〉 = q∗i qj,

which equals 1 for i = j and zero otherwise. �

From the proof, we can see that the real scalars λ1, · · · , λs in (5.15) are eigenvalues of the
Hermitian matrix H. We call them matrix eigenvalues of H. The Hermitian eigenvalues are
defined as in (4.11)-(4.12). The equation (5.15) is called an eigen-matrix decomposition of H.

It is well known that there are both separable states and entangled states in mixed quantum
states. Hence, even if Hermitian tensors are Hermitian decomposable, but not any Hermitian
tensor has a positive Hermitian decomposition. Denote PHD[n1, . . . , nm] as the set of all
positive Hermitian decomposable tensors. Recall the cone of nonnegative Hermitian tensors:

NNH[n1, . . . , nm] := {H ∈ H[n1, . . . , nm] : H(x) ≥ 0, x = (x1, . . . , xm), ∀xi ∈ C
ni} .

Theorem 5.3. If H is a positive Hermitian decomposable tensor, then all the matrix eigen-
values and Hermitian eigenvalues of H are nonnegative.

Proof. When H is positive Hermitian decomposable, it has a decomposition as

H =

r∑

i=1

u
(1)
i ⊗ . . . ⊗ u

(m)
i ⊗ u

(1)∗
i ⊗ . . .⊗ u

(m)∗
i (5.16)

Its Hermitian flattening matrix H takes the form

H =

r∑

i=1

UiU∗
i ,
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where each Ui is the vector corresponding to the tensor u
(1)
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ u

(m)
i . Clearly, the matrix

H is positive semidefinite, hence all the matrix eigenvalues are nonnegative. Moreover, we
also have

H(x) = 〈H,⊗m
i=1xi ⊗m

j=1 x
∗
j〉 =

r∑

i=1

|u(1)∗i xi|2.

It is alway nonnegative over the multi-sphere ‖xi‖ = 1. So, the critical values of H(x) are all
nonnegative, i.e., all the Hermitian eigenvalues are nonnegative. �

Theorem 5.4. (Hughston-Jozsa-Wootters, 1993 [46]) Let n = n1 × n2 × . . . × nm. Assume
that H is a Hermitian tensor with a positive eigen-matrix decomposition

H =
s∑

i=1

Ui ⊗ U∗
i , (5.17)

and a positive Hermitian decomposition

H =
r∑

i=1

Vi ⊗ V∗
i . (5.18)

Let U = (U1,U2, . . . ,Us) be an n × s matrix, and V = (V1,V2, . . . ,Vr) be an n × r matrix,
respectively. Then r ≥ s and there is an s × r matrix Q satisfying QQ† = Is×s, such that
V = UQ, where Is×s denotes the s × s unit matrix. Further more, if r > s, then Q can be
extended to an r × r unitary matrix P , such that (U, 0) = V P−1, where (U, 0) is an n × r
matrix.

Theorem 5.5. Assume that H is a Hermitian tensor with a positive decomposition (5.15)
and a positive Hermitian decomposition (5.13) with pi and λj are positive for i = 1, · · · , r,
j = 1, · · · , s. Let xij = 〈Uj, u

(1)
i · · · u(m)

i 〉, Qij =
√

pi/λjxij, for i = 1, · · · , r, j = 1, · · · , s.
Then r ≥ s, Q†Q = Is×s, and






√
p1u

(1)
1 · · · u(m)

1

· · ·
√
pru

(1)
r · · · u(m)

r




 = Q





√
λ1U1

· · ·√
λsUs



 ,





√
λ1U1

· · ·√
λsUs



 = Q†






√
p1u

(1)
1 · · · u(m)

1

· · ·
√
pru

(1)
r · · · u(m)

r




 .

Proof. Since xij = 〈Uj, u
(1)
i · · · u(m)

i 〉 and Qij =
√

pi/λjxij for i = 1, · · · , r, j = 1, · · · , s,
then Q = (diag( 1

|λ1| , · · · ,
1

|λs|)U
†V )T . By Theorem 5.4, it follows that r ≥ s, Q†Q = Is×s,

V T = QUT and UT = Q†V T . Hence, these results are followed. �
From Theorem 5.4 and Theorem 5.5, we know that if H is a Hermitian tensor with a

positive eigen-matrix decomposition (5.17) and a positive Hermitian decomposition (5.18),
then Span(U1, · · · ,Us)=Span(V1, · · · ,Vr), and there is a matrix Qs×r such that QQ† = Is×s

and V = UQ. Hence, by this method, one can find a positive Hermitian decomposition of H,
or determine that H is not positive Hermitian decomposable.

6 Application to quantum mixed state

Let ρ be an m-partite mixed state. Let {|e(k)i 〉|i = 1, · · · , nk} is an orthonormal basis of the
k-th system for all k ∈ [m] and H ∈ H[n1, · · · , nm] is the corresponding Hermitian tensor of
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ρ. Assume that {|f (k)i 〉|i = 1, · · · , nk} is another orthonormal basis of the k-th system for all
k ∈ [m] and T is the corresponding Hermitian tensor of ρ under the orthonormal basis. Then,
H is unitary similar to T , and the state ρ is separable if and only if H is positive Hermitian
decomposition. From the above sections discussion, we have the following properties of mixed
states.

Theorem 6.1. Assume that ρ is a quantum mixed state and H ∈ H[n1, · · · , nm] is the corre-
sponding Hermitian tensor of ρ under an orthonormal basis. The following results are true.

(1) If the smallest matrix eigenvalue is negative, then the state ρ is entangled.
(2) If the smallest Hermitian eigenvalue is negative, then the state ρ is entangled.
(3) Assume that H has a positive eigen-matrix decomposition (5.17). Let

K = Span{U1,U2, · · · ,Us}.

If H has a positive Hermitian decomposition (5.13), then u
(1)
i ⊗ . . .⊗ u

(m)
i ∈ K for all i ∈ [r].

Example 6.1. Let |ψ1〉 = (|00〉+|01〉+
√
−1|11〉)/

√
3, |ψ2〉 = (|00〉−|01〉+4

√
−1|10〉)/(3

√
2),

ρ = ρ1|ψ1〉〈ψ1|+ ρ2|ψ2〉〈ψ2|, where ρ1 > 0, ρ2 > 0 and ρ1+ ρ2 = 1. Next, let’s discuss whether
the state ρ is separable or entangled. We will take four steps to deal with the problem.

Step 1: Let

U1 =
1√
3

(
1 1
0

√
−1

)

,U2 =
1

3
√
2

(
1 −1

4
√
−1 0

)

,H = ρ1U1 ⊗ U∗
1 + ρ2U2 ⊗ U∗

2 . (6.19)

Then U1, U2 and H are the corresponding tensors of |ψ1〉, |ψ2〉 and ρ under the orthonormal
basis {|0〉, |1〉}, respectively. Science 〈Ui,Uj〉 = δ(i, j), i, j = 1, 2, hence (6.19) is an eigen-
matrix decomposition of H.

Step 2: Let

K = {k1U1 + k2U2|k1, k2 ∈ C} =

{(
k1√
3
+ k2

3
√
2

k1√
3
− k2

3
√
2

4k2
√
−1

3
√
2

k1
√
−1√
3

)

|k1, k2 ∈ C

}

.

Obviously, a matrix in K is a rank-one matrix if and only if k2 = 3
√
6−

√
−42

8 k1 or k2 =
3
√
6+

√
−42

8 k1.

If k2 =
3
√
6−

√
−42

8 k1, then

k1U1 + k2U2 =
k1√
3

(
(11 −

√
−7)/8 (5 +

√
−7)/8

(3−
√
−7)/2 1

)

=
k1√
3

(
(5 +

√
−7)/8
1

)

⊗
(

(3−
√
−7)/2
1

)

.

If k2 =
3
√
6+

√
−42

8 k1, then

k1U1 + k2U2 =
k1√
3

(
(11 +

√
−7)/8 (5−

√
−7)/8

(3 +
√
−7)/2 1

)

=
k1√
3

(
(5−

√
−7)/8
1

)

⊗
(

(3 +
√
−7)/2
1

)

.
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Step 3: Assume that H has a positive Hermitian decomposition

H =

r∑

k=1

pkAk ⊗A∗
k. (6.20)

Then r = 2, and one may take

A1 =

(
(11 −

√
−7)/8 (5 +

√
−7)/8

(3−
√
−7)/2 1

)

,A2 =

(
(11 +

√
−7)/8 (5−

√
−7)/8

(3 +
√
−7)/2 1

)

.

Step 4: Compute partial entries of H in (6.19) and (6.20) as the following table, respec-
tively.

H H1111 H1212 H2121 H2222

H of (6.19) (6ρ1 + ρ2)/18 (6ρ1 + ρ2)/18 (8ρ2)/9 ρ1/3
H of (6.20) 2(p1 + p2) (p1 + p2)/2 4(p1 + p2) p1 + p2

Comparing entries of two H, we find that there are no p1 and p2 such that two H are the same
tensor. Hence, H is not positive Hermitian decomposable. It follows that ρ is entangled. �

7 Conclusion

Hermitian tensor can be seen as an extension of Hermitian matrix to higher order. This paper
introduces the concepts of Hermitian tensors, partial traces, rank-one Hermitian decomposi-
tion, Hermitian tensor eigenvalues and positive Hermitian tensors, etc, and gives their basic
properties. All these concepts are useful in quantum physics. A fundamental problem in
quantum physics and also an important problem in quantum information science is to detect
whether a given state is separable or entangled, and if so, how entangled it is. Hence, based
on the consideration of studying on entanglement of quantum mixed states, there are many
aspects that need to be studied in the future, including: (1) discrimination of positive Her-
mitian tensors and decomposition algorithms; (2) numerical methods of calculating quantum
entanglement value; (3) properties of partial traces of Hermitian tensors.

References

[1] L. Qi, H. Chen, Y. Chen, Tensor eigenvalues and their applications, Springer Nature
Singapore Pte Ltd. 2018.

[2] L. Qi and Z. Luo, Tensor analysis: Spectral theory and special tensors, SIAM, 2017.

[3] Pierre Comon, Gene Golub, Lek-Heng Lim, and Bernard Mourrain. Symmetric tensors and
symmetric tensor rank. SIAM Journal on Matrix Analysis and Applications, 30(3):1254–
1279, 2008.

15



[4] Qi, L.: Eigenvalues of a real supersymmetric tensor. J. Symb. Comput. 40, 1302-1324
(2005)

[5] Lim, L.H.: Singular values and eigenvalues of tensors: A variation approach. proceedings of
the IEEE International Workshop on Computational Advances in Multi-Sensor Adaptive
Processing (CAMSAP ’05) 1, 129-132 (2005)

[6] Jinyan Fan, Jiawang Nie, Anwa Zhou, Tensor eigenvalue complementarity problems, Math-
ematical Programming (2018)Volume 170, Issue 2, pp 507-539

[7] Zhang, X., Ling, C., Qi, L.: The best rank-1 approximation of a symmetric tensor and
related spherical optimization problems. SIAM J.Matrix Anal. Appl. 33, 806-821 (2012)

[8] Nie, J., Wang, L.: Semidefinite relaxations for best rank-1 tensor approximations. SIAM
J. Matrix Anal. & Appl. 35, 1155-1179 (2014)

[9] Che, M., Cichockib, A., Wei, Y.:Neural networks for computing best rank-one approxima-
tions of tensors and its applications. Neurocomputing, 267, 114-133 (2017)

[10] Joseph M Landsberg and Zach Teitler. On the ranks and border ranks of symmetric
tensors. Foundations of Computational Mathematics, 10(3):339–366, 2010.

[11] Jiawang Nie. Low rank symmetric tensor approximations. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1709.01964, 2017.

[12] Jerome Brachat, Pierre Comon, Bernard Mourrain, and Elias Tsigaridas. Symmetric
tensor decomposition. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 433(11-12):1851–1872, 2010.

[13] Jiawang Nie. Generating polynomials and symmetric tensor decompositions. Foundations
of Computational Mathematics, 17(2):423–465, 2017.

[14] Kung-Ching Chang, Kelly Pearson, and Tan Zhang. On eigenvalue problems of real
symmetric tensors. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 350(1):416–422,
2009.

[15] Luo Ziyan, Qi Liqun, Ye Yinyu, Linear operators and positive semidefiniteness of sym-
metric tensor spaces, Science China Mathematics, 58(1), 197-212 (2015)

[16] Hu Shenglong, Huang Zhenghai, Qi Liqun, Strictly nonnegative tensors and nonnegative
tensor partition, Science China Mathematics, 57(1), 181-195 (2014)

[17] Qi, L.: Symmetric nonnegative tensors and copositive tensors. Linear Algebra Its Appl.,
439, 228-238 (2013)

[18] Qi, L., Xu, C., Xu, Y.: Nonnegative tensor factorization, completely positive tensors and
an hierarchical elimination algorithm. SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 35, 1227-1241 (2014)

[19] Jinyan Fan, Anwa Zhou, A semidefinite algorithm for completely positive tensor decom-
position, Computational Optimization and Applications, (2017)Volume 66, Issue 2, pp
267-283

[20] Anwa Zhou, Jinyan Fan, Completely positive tensor recovery with minimal nuclear value,
Computational Optimization and Applications, (2018)Volume 70, Issue 2, pp 419-441

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.01964


[21] Qi, L., Wang, F., Wang, Y.: Z-eigevalue methods for a global polynomial optimization
problem. Math. Program. 118, 301-316 (2009)

[22] Kolda, T.G., Mayo, J.R.: Shifted power method for computing tensor eigenpairs. SIAM
J. Matrix Anal. & Appl. 32, 1095-1124(2011)

[23] Cui, C., Dai, Y., Nie, J.: All real eigenvalues of symmetric tensors. SIAM J. Matrix Anal.
& Appl. 35, 1582-1601 (2014)

[24] Hao, C., Cui, C., Dai, Y.: A sequential subspace projection method for extreme Z-
eigenvalues of supersymmetric tensors. Numer. Linear Algebra Appl. 22, 283-298 (2015)

[25] Chen, L., Han, L., Zhou, L.: Computing tensor eigenvalues via homotopy methods. SIAM
J. Matrix Anal. & Appl. 37, 290-319 (2016)

[26] Yu, G., Yu, Z., Xu, Y., Song, Y., Zhou, Y.: An adaptive gradient method for computing
generalized tensor eigenpairs. Comput. Optim. Appl. 65, 781-797 (2016)

[27] Li, X., Ng, M.: Solving sparse non-negative tensor equations: algorithms and applica-
tions. Front. Math. China 10, 649-680 (2015)

[28] Ding, W., Wei, Y.: Solving multilinear systems with M-tensors. J. Sci. Comput. 68,
689-715 (2016)

[29] Han, L.: A homotopy method for solving multilinear systems with M-tensors. Appl.
Math. Lett. 69, 49-54 (2017)

[30] Li, D., Xie, L., Xu, R.: Splitting methods for tensor equations. Numer. Linear Algebra
Appl. 24(5), e2102 (2017)

[31] Xie, Z.J., Jin, X.Q., Wei, Y.M.: Tensor methods for solving symmetric M-tensor systems.
J. Sci. Comput. 74(1), 412-425 (2018)

[32] Du Shouqiang, Qi Liqun, Zhang Liping, Chen Chiyu, Tensor absolute value equations,
Science China Mathematics, 61(9), 1695 (2018)

[33] Ling Chen, Yan Weijie, He Hongjin, Qi Liqun, Further study on tensor absolute value
equations, Science China Mathematics, 10.1007/s11425-018-9560-3

[34] Fu, T., Jiang, B., Li, Z.: On decompositions and approximations of conjugate partial-
symmetric complex tensors. arXiv:1802.09013(2018)

[35] Roger A Horn and Charles R Johnson. Matrix analysis. Cambridge university press,
1990.

[36] B. Jiang, Z. Li, and S. Zhang, Characterizing real-valued multivariate complex polynomi-
als and their symmetric tensor representations, SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 37, 381-408
(2016).

[37] Ni, G., Qi, L., Bai, M.: Geometric measure of entanglement and U-eigenvalues of tensors.
SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 35, 73-87 (2014)

17

http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.09013


[38] Hua, B., Ni, G., Zhang, M.: Computing geometric measure of entanglement for symmetric
pure states via the Jacobian SDP relaxation technique. J. Oper. Res. Soc. China 5, 111-121
(2016)

[39] Qi, L., Zhang, G., Ni, G.: How entangled can a multi-party system possibly be? Phys.
Lett. A 382, 1465-1741 (2018)

[40] Ni, G., Bai, M.: Spherical optimization with complex variables for computing US-
eigenpairs. Comput. Optim. Appl. 65, 799-820 (2016)

[41] Che, M., Qi, L., Wei, Y.: Iterative algorithms for computing US- and U-eigenpairs of
complex tensors. J. Comput. Appl. Math. 317, 547-564(2017).

[42] Zhang, M., Zhang, X., Ni, G.: Calculating entanglement eigenvalues for non-symmetric
quantum pure states based on the Jacobian SDP relaxation method. J. Optim. Theory
Appl. 180, 787-802 (2019)

[43] Che, M., Qi, L., Wei, Y., Zhang, G.: Geometric measures of entanglement in multipartite
pure states via complex-valued neural networks. Neurocomputing, 313, 25-38(2018)

[44] Hu, S., Qi, L., Zhang, G.: The geometric measure of entanglement of pure states with
nonnegative amplitudes and the spectral theory of nonnegative tensors. Phys. Rev. A 93,
012304 (2016)

[45] Anwa Zhou, Jinyan Fan, and Qingwen Wang, Completely positive tensors in complex
field, Science China Mathematics, 10.1007/s11425-017-9437-2

[46] L.P. Hughston, R. Jozsa, W.K. Wootters, A complete classification of quantum ensembles
having a given density matrix, Phys. Lett. A, 183(1993) 14-18

18


	1 Introduction
	2 Tensor operation and properties
	3 Partial traces of Hermitian tensors
	4 Nonnegativity and Hermitian Eigenvalues
	5 Hermitian decomposition 
	6 Application to quantum mixed state
	7 Conclusion

